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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The provided Review needs and extensive English 
language correction as well as a complete 
conceptual revision. Author(s) stated 
cardiovascular diseases (CVDs) on the title and 
specify high blood pressure (hypertension, HT) in 
the abstract and conclusions. However, there is no 
even a separate paragraph mentioned in the text. 
The whole review represents blocks of different 
information without any logical connections 
between or in the end. Instead of describing 
historical part of aspirin (ASA) production, it might 
be better to elaborate more on the stated 
mechanisms of action of both ASA and omega-3 
PUFAs and its relation to clinical practice. There 
are many references lacking in the text and having 
31 cited articles is not enough for the review paper. 
The terms and abbreviations should be unified, 
there are numerous misspellings and inappropriate 
terms descriptions. It is not clear what authors 
stated by term “atherosis”? Also, the sentence 151-
152 does not make any sense and should be 
rewritten as well as some other parts throughout 
the text. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please, correct as omega-3, pro-resolving, 
cardiovascular diseases. Misspellings in terms, lines 
55-56. Please, use appropriate citation software, as 
EndNote, or re-check the references, there are 
numerous orthographical and style issues.  
 
Fig.2 should be considered for elimination. It might be 
better to have a pathway scheme instead with pathway 
markers and enzymes needed for conversion. Figure 3 
should have a graphical modification, it is hard to see 
white text on some of the bright coloured boxes.  
 
Table 1 represents information from the guidelines and 
it is not clear why it needs to be included into this 
review.  

 

Optional/General comments 
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